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C-E-R-T-I-F-I-C-A-T-E 



I, James J, Humes, certify that all working papers 
associated with Naval Medical School Autopsy Report A63-272 
have remained in my personal custody at all times. Autopsy 
notes and the holograph draft of the final report were handed 
to Commanding Officer, U. S. Naval Medical School, at 1700,. 
24 November 1963. No papers relating to this, case remain in 
my possession. 

J. J. HUMES 
CDR, MC, DSN 



Received- above working papers this date. 



/J. H. ST0V£R;/JR. 

' CAPT, MC, DSN 

Commanding Officer, D.S. Naval Medical School 

Nat*-i nnal Naval Medical Center 




This, an original copy, also bears the endorsement of Sr. Burkley absent from the copy 
published by the Commission. Here Humes makes explicit that he never burned any notes 
made during the autopsy. "Autopsy notes and the holograph draft of the final report" 
were preserved and given to Capt. Stover on November 24. Stover must have received 
all autopsy notes because Humes specifies that "all working papers" of the autopsy were 
in his possession until the transfer to Stover, after which "no papers relating to this 
case remain in my possession." With this transmittal, the mysterious story of the miss- 
ing autopsy notes begins. See pp. 145, 261 . 
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ihncwi'eia^e receipt 



C. jim GAIiuO»& 



This letter and the receipt which follows are from CD 371 , although neither appears 
in the Commission’s published evidence, when Specter introduced the autopsy papers, 

OS 397, into evidence, he stated for the record that UK 397 "is the identical document" 
marked CD 571 "for our internal purposes." (2H373)- However, the two documents are 
not the same because the printed exhibit omits these two pages. Suppression accomplished 
mnny purposes, among them making it impossible to trace the chain of possession of the 
vital autopsy notes. 

I'lany pages of notes made by all three pathologists during the autopsy were pre- 
served and must have been delivered to Dr. iSurxley on November 25. Dr. Humes trans- 
mitted all papers in his possession to Admiral Galloway on November 24, and here 
Galloway claims to transmit all papers he has, retaining none. Burkley in turn gave 
everything he got from Galloway to the oecret Service on i.ovember 26, us the following 
receipt executed that day reveals, and there the trail ends. The Commission’s records 
include but one sheet (two sides) of notes, none of which were made by Humes, see 
pp. 102-5, 247-8, 251-6. The one sheet published directly contradicts the autopsy 
findings on a quintessential point, the location of the back wound. One can only guess 
what the suppressed notes reveal. And one cannot avoid asking why the Commission, 
charged with evaluating all facts relating to the assassination, did not obtain or 
publish the missing autopsy notes, and suppressed the receipts documenting their chain 
of possession. Bee p. 50. 



526 



